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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1, 3-4, 6-16 and 17 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph 

MPEP 2181 discloses that a claim limitation will be presumed to invoke 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph if 
it meets the following 3-prong analysis: (A) the claim limitations must use the phrase "means for" or "step 
for;" (B) the "means for" or "step for" must be modified by functional language; (C) the phrase "means for" 
or "step for" must not be modified by sufficient structure, material, or acts for achieving the specific 
function. 

Regarding Claim 4: The means plus function language used in claim 4 indicates that 
applicant intends to invoke 35 U.S.C. 112 paragraph six. Where means plus function 
language is used, claim limitations are interpreted to read on only the corresponding 
structure disclosed in the specification and equivalents thereof. The disclosed structure 
used for the "means for retaining an audio data file" consider to read on (Recording 
Medium 1 1 of Figure 1 of Applicant's specification as indicated in [page 7 lines 9-12]); 
"means for reproducing the audio data" consider to read on (Data Reader 12 of Figure 1 
of Applicant's specification as indicated in [page 7 lines 9-12]); "means for generating an 
image" consider to read on (Image processor 22 of Figure 1 of Applicant's specification 
as indicated in [page 8 lines 1-9]); "means for displaying the image" consider to read on 
(Display Panel 23 of Figure 1 of Applicant's specification as indicated in [page 8 lines 7- 
9]) 

The prior art element is a structural equivalent of the corresponding element 
disclosed in the specification. That is, the prior art element performs the function 
specified in the claim in substantially the same manner as the function is performed by 
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the corresponding element described in the specification. Therefore, the prior art 
element is an equivalent. 

Regarding Claim 6: The means plus function language used in claim 6 indicates that 
applicant intends to invoke 35 U.S.C. 112 paragraph six. Where means plus function 
language is used, claim limitations are interpreted to read on only the corresponding 
structure disclosed in the specification and equivalents thereof. The disclosed structure 
used for the "means for indicating a viewpoint" consider to read on (Applicant's 
specification as indicated in [page 14 lines 8-14]); "means for generating generates 
image" consider to read on (Image processor 22 of Figure 1 of Applicant's specification 
as indicated in [page 8 lines 1-9]). 

The prior art element is a structural equivalent of the corresponding element 
disclosed in the specification. That is, the prior art element performs the function 
specified in the claim in substantially the same manner as the function is performed by 
the corresponding element described in the specification. Therefore, the prior art 
element is an equivalent. 

Regarding Claim 13: The means plus function language used in claim 13 indicates that 
applicant intends to invoke 35 U.S.C. 112 paragraph six. Where means plus function 
language is used, claim limitations are interpreted to read on only the corresponding 
structure disclosed in the specification and equivalents thereof. The disclosed structure 
used for the "means for reading out the audio and the character data" consider to read 
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on (Data reader 12 of Figure 1 of Applicant's specification as indicated in [page 7 lines 
9-12]). 

The prior art element is a structural equivalent of the corresponding element 
disclosed in the specification. That is, the prior art element performs the function 
specified in the claim in substantially the same manner as the function is performed by 
the corresponding element described in the specification. Therefore, the prior art 
element is an equivalent. 

Regarding Claim 14: The means plus function language used in claim 14 indicates that 
applicant intends to invoke 35 U.S.C. 112 paragraph six. Where means plus function 
language is used, claim limitations are interpreted to read on only the corresponding 
structure disclosed in the specification and equivalents thereof. The disclosed structure 
used for the "means for separating the character data" considers reading on (Data 
Processor 13 of Figure 1 of Applicant's specification as indicated in [page 7 line 23 to 
Page 8 line 1]). 

The prior art element is a structural equivalent of the corresponding element 
disclosed in the specification. That is, the prior art element performs the function 
specified in the claim in substantially the same manner as the function is performed by 
the corresponding element described in the specification. Therefore, the prior art 
element is an equivalent. 

Regarding Claim 15: The means plus function language used in claim 15 indicates that 
applicant intends to invoke 35 U.S.C. 112 paragraph six. Where means plus function 
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language is used, claim limitations are interpreted to read on only the corresponding 
structure disclosed in the specification and equivalents thereof. The disclosed structure 
used for the "means for detecting an identifier" considers reading on (Controller 24 of 
Figure 1 of Applicant's specification as indicated in [page 9 lines 9-13]). 

The prior art element is a structural equivalent of the corresponding element 
disclosed in the specification. That is, the prior art element performs the function 
specified in the claim in substantially the same manner as the function is performed by 
the corresponding element described in the specification. Therefore, the prior art 
element is an equivalent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1, 3-4, 6-16 and 17 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Suzuki et al. (US 6,245,982), further in view of Evans et al. (US 2004/0001695). 

Regarding Claim 1: Suzuki et al. and Mori et al. discloses an audio reproduction 
method implemented by an audio reproduction apparatus, the method: obtaining, at the 
audio reproduction apparatus, a single audio data file having a data structure that 
includes audio data (paragraph 0018: audio and video data that has been encoded 



Application/Control Number: 10/563,768 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2481 

and multiplexed and figure 2: Demux video, audio and subpicture [Evans et al.]), 

character data defining a shape of a character, and motion data defining motion of the 
character having the shape specified by the character data (column 8 lines 1-21: 
Playing piece of music based on the motion components); generating, at the audio 
reproduction apparatus, an character image having the shape specified by said 
character data(column 1 lines 39-47: displaying image based on playing music), 
and displaying the generated image of character correspondingly to reproduction of 
audio data in according with the motion indicated by motion data (column 8 lines 1-21: 
Playing piece of music based on the motion components), wherein image of 
character is altered and displayed at a coordinate position at a specific time in audio 
reproduction (column 8 lines 1-21: motion component database creates or edit 
motion descriptive information indicative of the manner of playing the piece of 
music based on the motion components). 

Suzuki et al. invention discloses audio data having audio data, character data 
defining a shape of a character and motion data defining a motion of character; except 
fail to point out these character are in a single audio data file; however evans et al. 
discloses a system 200 that can render data from a DVD. System 200 includes an 
application 202 that communicates with a source component 204 that reads data off of 
a DVD 206. The data that is read off of the DVD includes audio and video data that has 
been encoded and multiplexed together (paragraph 0018 and fig. 2). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Evans et al. invention into Suzuki et al. 
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invention in order to synchronize audio and video contents to present a more coherent 
presentation. 

Regarding Claim 3: Suzuki et al. discloses an audio reproduction method according to 
claim 1, wherein image of character data has a three-dimensional shape (Figure 4A: 
start and finish), and method further comprises: displaying the image of character from 
a viewpoint based on a predetermined input operation indicating the viewpoint (column 
8 line 64 to column 9 line 10: motion capturing using three 3D digitizer mounted 
on certain position). 

Regarding Claim 4 and 6: Claim 4 and 6 reject for the same reason to claim 1 and 3 
respectively as discussed above. 

Regarding Claim 7: Suzuki et al. discloses an audio reproduction method according to 
claim I, wherein said motion data is described in VRML (Virtual Reality Modeling 
Language) (column 14 lines 52-53). 

Regarding Claim 8: Suzuki et al. disclose an audio reproduction apparatus according 
to claim 4, wherein said motion data is described in VRML (Virtual Reality Modeling 
Language) (column 14 lines 52-53). 

Regarding Claim 9: Suzuki et al. discloses an audio reproduction method according to 
claim 1 , further comprising: reading out the audio data and the character data from a 
storage medium at a same time (column 7 lines 33-47: reading data from storage 9 
and column 8 lines 1-21: playing piece of music based on the motion components 
to generate a sequence of image display). 
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Regarding Claim 10: Suzuki et al. discloses an audio reproduction method according 
to claim 1 , further comprising: separating the character data from the single audio data 
file ([examiner interpretation of "separating the character data from the single 
audio data file": as present on page 7, line 9, to page 8, line 9, and Fig. 1 data 
processor 13 of applicant specification, [a character data multiplexed with the 
audio file. Separating process is done though processor 13]; column 8 lines 1-21 : 
AV data needs separate at the output device in order to playback). 

Regarding Claim 11: Suzuki et al. discloses an audio reproduction method according 
to claim 1 , further comprising: detecting an identifier in the single audio data file 
indicating a presence of the character data within the single audio data file (column 12 
lines 30-47: musical tone can be generate and eliminate in synchronism tone- 
generating and tone eliminating motions in the performance image). 

Regarding Claim 12: Suzuki et al. discloses an audio reproduction method according 
to claim 9, wherein the reading does not include reproducing an image signal (column 
12 lines 30-47: musical tone can be generate and eliminate in synchronism tone- 
generating and tone eliminating motions in the performance image). 
Regarding Claim 13-16: Claim 1 3-1 6 reject for the same reason to claim 9-1 2 
respectively as discussed above. 

Regarding Claim 17: Claim 17 reject for the same reason to claim 1 discussed above. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL TEKLE whose telephone number is (571)270- 
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1117. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am to 5:00pm M-R and 7:30-4:00 
Every other Friday.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter-Anthony Pappas can be reached on 571-272-7646. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Daniel Tekle/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2481 

/Peter-Anthony Pappas/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2481 



